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ZACHARY KOTT-MILLARD, 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 
 
v        SC: 150053 
        COA: 314971 

Grand Traverse CC:  
CITY OF TRAVERSE CITY and DUNCAN  2012-028981-NO 
L. CLINCH MARINA, 

Defendants/Cross Plaintiffs,  
 
and  
 
BARRY SMITH, 

Defendant/Cross 
Plaintiff-Appellee, 

 
and 
 
ROBERT COLE, CARL REICH ELECTRIC, 
INC., FLOTATION DOCKING SYSTEMS, 
INC., WAGGENER ELECTRIC COMPANY, 
SAUNDERS ELECTRIC, INC., 
SIMPLEXGRINNELL, LP, PHILLIP 
NAULT, and DALE STEVENS, 

Defendants, 
 
and 
 
GLAWE, INC., SMITHGROUP JJR, LLC 
d/b/a SMITHGROUP JJR, and RHOADES 
ENGINEERING CORP., 

Defendants/Cross Defendants. 
_________________________________________/ 
 
MICHAEL J. LONG, Personal Representative for 
the Estate of MICHAEL KNUDSEN, 

Plaintiff-Appellant,



 
 

I, Larry S. Royster, Clerk of the Michigan Supreme Court, certify that the 
foregoing is a true and complete copy of the order entered at the direction of the Court. 

 
                                                                                         

  
 
 

March 3, 2015 
d0223 

 

  
 

 

2 

Clerk 

 
 
v        SC: 150054 
        COA: 314975 

Grand Traverse CC:  
CITY OF TRAVERSE CITY and DUNCAN  2012-029041-NO 
L. CLINCH MARINA, 

Defendants/Cross Plaintiffs,  
 
and  
 
BARRY SMITH, 

Defendant/Cross 
Plaintiff-Appellee, 

 
and 
 
ROBERT COLE, CARL REICH ELECTRIC, 
INC., FLOTATION DOCKING SYSTEMS, 
INC., WAGGENER ELECTRIC COMPANY, 
SAUNDERS ELECTRIC, INC., 
SIMPLEXGRINNELL, LP, PHILLIP 
NAULT, and DALE STEVENS, 

Defendants, 
 
and 
 
GLAWE, INC., SMITHGROUP JJR, LLC 
d/b/a SMITHGROUP JJR, and RHOADES 
ENGINEERING CORP., 

Defendants/Cross Defendants. 
_________________________________________/ 
 
 On order of the Court, the application for leave to appeal the June 5, 2014 
judgment of the Court of Appeals is considered, and it is DENIED, because we are not 
persuaded that the questions presented should be reviewed by this Court. 
 
  


